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OPINION 584 


ADDITION TO THE OFFICIAL LIST OF SPECIFIC NAMES IN ZOOLOGY 
OF THE SPECIFIC NAME DUPONCHELI STAUDINGER, 1871, AS 
PUBLISHED IN THE BINOMEN LEUCOPHASIA DUPONCHELI 
(CLASS INSECTA, ORDER LEPIDOPTERA) AND ASSOCIATED 

MATTERS 

RULING. —The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified : 

(a) duponcheli Staudinger, 1871, as published in the binomen Leucophasia 

duponcheli and as interpreted by the lectotype selected by Hemming 
& Sheljuzhko, 1958 (Name No. 1706) ; 

(b) sinapis Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Papilio sinapis 

(type-species, by monotypy, of Leptidea Billberg, 1820) (Name No. 
1707); 

(c) clilorographa Hiibner, ISIS, as published in the binomen Leptosia 

chlorographa (type-species of Leptosia Hiibner, 1818) (Name No. 1708) ; 

(d) nina J. C. Fabricius, 1793, as published in the binomen Papilio nina 

(Name No. 1709). 

(2) The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
specified: 

(a) lalhyri Hiibner, [1819], as published in the binomen Leptosia lathyri 

(a junior objective synonym of sinapis Linnaeus, 1758, as published 
in the binomen Papilio sinapis) (Name No. 611); 

(b) lathyri Hiibner, [1823], as published in the binomen Papilio lathyri 

(not a new name but a later, though different, usage of Papilio 
lathyri Hiibner, [1819]) (Name No. 612) ; 

(c) lathyri Duponchel, 1834, as published in the binomen Pieris lathyri 

(not a new name but a later, though different, usage of Papilio 
lathyri Hiibner, [1819], based on a misidentification of that species) 
(Name No. 613); 

(d) senapis Hiibner, [1799-1800], as published in the binomen Papilio 

senapis (an erroneous subsequent spelling of sinapis Linnaeus, 175S, 
as published in the binomen Papilio sinapis) (Name No. 614). 

(3) The following generic names are hereby placed on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified : 

(a) Leptidea Billberg, 1820 (gender : feminine), type-species, by monotypy, 

Papilio sinapis Linnaeus, 1758 (Name No. 1397) ; 

(b) Leptosia Hiibner, 1818 (gender : feminine), type-species, by selection by 

Butler, (1870), Leptosia chlorographa Hiibner, 1818 (Name No. 1398). 

(4) The following generic names are hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
specified 
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(a) Leptidia Scudder, 1875 (an erroneous subsequent spelling of Leptidea 

Billberg, 1820) (Name No. 1326); 

(b) Leptoria Stephens, 1835 (an erroneous subsequent spelling of Leptosia 

Hiibner, 181S) (Name No. 1327) ; 

(c) Leucophasia Stephens, 1827 (a junior objective synonym of Leptidea 

Billberg, 1820) (Name No. 1328). 

(5) The family-group name leptideidi R. Verity, 1947 (type-genus : 
Leptidea Billberg, 1820) is hereby placed on the Official List of Family-Group 
Names in Zoology with the Name No. 325. 

(6) The following family-group names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the 
Name Numbers specified: 

(a) LEPTLDUNAE Bryk, 1955 (type-genus : Leptidea Billberg, 1920) (an 

erroneous subsequent spelling of leptideinae Verity, 1947) (Name 

No. 325); 

(b) LEPTOsnDi Wheeler, 1903 (invalid under Declaration 28 because based 

on an incorrect determination of the type-genus Leptosia Hxibner, 

1818) (Name No. 326). 

(7) The specific names placed on the Official Index in (2)(b) and (2)(c) 
above are misidentifications and as such are taxonomic rather than nomen- 
clatorial errors. They would not normally be subject to placing on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology. Exception is made 
in this instance, which is not to be quoted as a precedent, because the wide¬ 
spread use of Papilio lathyri Hxibner, [1823], and of Pieris lathyri Duponchel, 
1834, makes it desirable, for the convenience of taxonomists, in this instance to 
place them on the Index. 

HISTORY OF THE CASE (Z.N.(S.) 1324) 

A joint application on the present case by Mr. Francis Hemming and 
Dr. Leo Sheljuzhko was submitted on 18 February 1958. It was sent to the 
printer on 20 February and was published on 24 November 1958 (Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 16 : 81-87). 

Support for the application was received from Professor E. M. Hering 
(Zoologisches Museum, Humboldt-Universitat, Berlin, Germany). 

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 31 July 1959 the members of the Commission were invited to vote 
under the Three-Month Rule, on Voting Paper (59)10, either for or against 
the proposal set out in Bull, zool . Nomencl. 16 : 86-87. At the close of the 
Voting Period on 31 October 1959 the state of the voting was as follows : 

Affirmative Votes—twenty-seven (27), received in the following order : 
Holthuis, Vokes, Boschma, Hering, Riley, Jaczewski, Mertens, Hemming, 
do Amaral, Bodenheimer, Miller, Mayr, PrantI, Dymond, Lemche, Hanko, 
Bonnet, Obruchev, Key, Brinck, Uchida, Bradley, Kxihnelt, Tortonese, 
Cabrera, Stoll, Poll. 
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Negative Votes—none (0). 

Leave of Absence—none (0). 

Votes not returned—none (0). 

Dr. Henning Lemche remarked on his Voting Paper : “ With the exception 
of the reference in par. (1 )(a) to a * restricted locality ’. No definitions should 
be double, and the lectotype covers the purpose. Type-localities enter the 
picture only when morphologically inseparable taxa (normally subspecies) 
are to be defined 

Professor J. Chester Bradley said : “ I vote against including (2)(b) and (c) 
because these were not proposed as new names but are misidentifications. 
Such should be noted by taxonomists, but are not really matters of nomenclature, 
and it would be bad precedent to open up the Index to names believed by 
taxonomists to be misapplications of a recognized name ”. After correspond¬ 
ence on this point, it was agreed at Professor Chester Bradley’s request to add 
a rider which appears as paragraph (7) of the present Ruling. 


Original References 

The following are the original references for names placed on Official Lists 
and Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion. 
chlorographa, Leptosia , Hubner, 1818, Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1 : 13, pi. 
9, figs. 47, 48 

duponcheli , Leucophasia , Staudinger, 1871, in Staudinger & Wocke, Cat. Lep . 
Europ. Faunengeb. : 5 

lathyri, Pieris, Duponchel, 1834, in Godart, Hist . nat. Lep. France , Suppl. 1 
(Diurnes) : 274, pi. 43, figs. 4, 5 
lathyri , Papilio, Hubner, [1819], Verz. bekannt. Schmett. : 95 
lathyri, Papilio , Hubner, [1823], Samml. europ. Schmett. , pi. Pap. 160, figs. 797, 
798 

Leptidea Billberg, 1820, Enum. Ins. Mus. Billberg : 76 
leptideidi Verity, 1947, Farfalle diurine d’ltalia 3 : 114 
Leptidia Scudder, 1875, Proc. amer. Acad. Arts Sci. (Boston) 10 : 204 
leptidelnae Bryk, 1955, Ent. Tidskr. 76 : 19 
Leptoria Stephens, 1835, III. brit. Ent., Haustellata 4 : 404 
Leptosia Hubner, 1818, Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1 : 13 
leptoseidi Wheeler, 1903, Butts. Sivitz. : 65, 147 
Leucophasia Stephens, 1827, III. brit. Ent., Haustellata 4 : 24 
nina, Papilio, J. C. Fabricius, 1793, Ent. syst. 3(1) : 194 

senapis, Papilio, Hubner, [1799-1S00], Samml. europ. Schmett. : 64, pi. Pap. 82, 
figs. 410, 411 

sinapis, Papilio, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 468 

The following is the original reference for the subsequent designation of 
a type-specics for a nominal genus of which the name is placed on the Official 
List in the present Ruling : 

for Leptosia Hubner, 1818 Butler, 1870, Cist. ent. 1 : 54 

The following is the original reference for the designation of a lectotype 
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for a nominal species of which the name is placed on the Official List in the 
present Ruling: 

for Leucophasia duponcheli Hemming, F. & Sheljuzhko, L., 

Staudinger, 1871 1958, Bull. zool. Nomend. 16 : 84 

CERTIFICATE 

We certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (59)10 were cast as set out 
above, that the proposals set out in the Voting Paper have been duly adopted, 
and that the decision so taken, being the decision of the International Com¬ 
mission, is truly recorded in the present Opinion No. 584. 

N. D. RILEY w. E. CHINA 

Secretary Assistant Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 


London 

25 March 1960 


